editorial genedb/cerevisiae/index.jsp), and for Schizosaccharomyces pombe the GeneDB database (http://www.genedb.org/genedb/pombe/index.jsp). The LocusLink database hosted by NCBI (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/LocusLink/) provides a multispecies entry to officially approved nomenclature. In communities with no established nomenclature policy, the emergence of genome sequencing projects annotated by official consortia should serve as a guide for nomenclature, such as TAIR for Arabidopsis thaliana (http://www.arabidopsis.org/home.html). Further information is available on our guide to authors (http://www.nature.com/ncb/info/guide_authors/).
It is clear that we will have to live with multiple names, especially when dealing with orthologues, as well as redundant names, for some time to come. Meanwhile, we hope that a consistent approach to naming, which is cultivated both by authors and scientific journals, will keep science accessible. In the future, we will be able to rely on help from ontology projects, such as the Gene Ontology consortium (GO; www.geneontology.org), to provide all the necessary links to know what is what.
A new section for the new year
We have decided to create a new format for the publication of primary research in Nature Cell Biology. This section will be called 'letters' , in the tradition of our sister journal Nature. Letters will take the form of full research papers with up to five figures, 2,000 words and supplementary information. This section will therefore de facto replace our current 'Brief Communications' section.
However, we will now also occasionally publish papers that we feel better reflect the name Brief Communication: exciting singular observations that stand without a detailed mechanistic or physiological context, but that are nevertheless provocative and enticing cutting-edge discoveries. It is our opinion that such observations deserve to be published in a suitable format to spur on research in less developed territory. Too often, such data gather dust away from the public eye, as projects remain too underdeveloped for a full paper. It should be emphasized that this is not a 'letters light' section; findings published in this format will not be full papers that 'didn't quite make it' . The tight format of the section is designed to allow concise but thorough documentation of findings that fulfill these criteria (please see our guide to authors, http://www.nature.com/ncb/info/guide_authors/). It should be added that although these findings are often too preliminary to warrant full papers, they are certainly not premature, as the data presented is as solid and reproducible as that in any full paper. They are also subjected to the same thorough peer review and revision process established at this journal.
You may also notice that we have modified the pagination system for the front section of this journal, which was initially established to facilitate the production process.
